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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2 and 4-30 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's amendment 
necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 21-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. Rejected claim(s) do not clearly define the 

claimed invention as a tangible embodiment therefore claim(s) are non-statutory. MPEP 

§ 2105, states that an article of manufacture must be made from raw materials. 

Applicant may include the limitation "contained on a tangible embodied computer 

readable medium" to over come this rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-2, 4-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matson et al. (U.S. Patent 6,668,254) in view of Landry (U.S. Patent 5,649,117). 

For claim 1 , Matson et al. teaches, a method if maintaining a database for 
managing a process of a plurality of transactions through two or more application in a 
business transaction environment, each application having at least one associated log 
file, and (see Matson et al. , Col. 2 lines 61-67, Col. 3 lines 9-16) 

accessing each of the respective associated log files, wherein at least two 
of the associated log files are of different formats; (see Matson et al. , abstract, Col. 3 
lines 9-16) 

for each new log files are of different formats; (see Matson et al. , abstract, 
Col. 3 lines 9-16) 

for each new log entry recorded in the respective associated log file being 

accessed: 

(i) determining whether the new log entry comprises one of more required 
fields using mapping rules that describe a location and format of at least the one or 
more required fields in the respective associated log file: (see Matson et al. , Col. 3 lines 
9-16, Col. 4 lines .16-21, Col. 5 lines 16-21, Col. 5 lines 22-38, new log entries are 
mapped in to fields in the XML file) 

(ii) extracting information from the new log entry only if the new log entry 
comprises the one of more required fields; (see Matson et al. , Col. 6 lines 14-16) 
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and (iii) storing the information as a plurality of transaction records to a 
database, (see Matson et al. , Col. 9 lines 47-60) 

Matson et al. fails to clearly disclose, each transaction being defined by one or more 
steps configured to complete the transaction, the method comprising: 

Landry teaches, each transaction being defined by one or more steps configured to 
complete the transaction, the method comprising: (see Landry, figure 2A&B) 

It would have been obvious to on of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine Matson et al.'s system of processing new data into a 
data into a database with Landry's method of defining records as transactions, since it is 
well known in the art that a database is designed to hold any type of record, and it 
would be obvious to make use of the database to support as may types of records, in 
order to increase the profitability of the database application by having an increased 
user base (more users are able to buy and use the product), (see Matson et al. , Col. 2 
Col. 61-67, Matson et al. provides for uses other then on-line shopping) 

For claim 2, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
receiving a notification message from the respective associated log file indicating that 
the new log entry has been recorded in the respective associated log file, (see Matson 
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et al. , Col. 4 lines 35-53, by doing a diff, the system is able to differentiate if a new log 
entry is filed) 

For claim 4, Matson et al. -Landry teaches, the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
information is extracted from the new log entry using the mapping rules providing the 
format and the location of the information in the new log entry, (see Matson et al. , Col. 
5 lines 16-21, Col. 5 lines 22-38, new log entries are mapped in to fields in the XML file) 

For claim 5, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
determining whether the plurality of transaction records meets an undesirable condition; 
(see Matson et al., Col. 6 lines 24-28, undesired condition is that record is missing 
information) 

and executing an action responsive to the undesirable condition if the plurality of 
transactions meets the condition, (see Matson et al. , Col. 6 lines 24-28, records are 
moved the fault data file, this is the action to the undesirable condition) 

For claim 6, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein the condition 
is whether a number of the plurality of transaction records indicative of active 
transactions exceeds a predefined numerical limit, (see Matson et al. , Col. 8 lines 1-19, 
it would be obvious to make the response to the condition to trust the results) 
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For claim 7, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein the condition 
is whether any of the plurality of transaction records indicative of active transactions has 
a time duration exceeding a predefined time limit, (see Landry, Col. 7 lines 20-29) The 
same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to 
claim 7. 

For claim 8, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein executing the 
action comprises sending a notification message alerting the condition, (see Landry, 
Col. 31 lines 36-53) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1, 
applies equally as well to claim 8. 

For claim 9, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 5, wherein the action 
comprises executing a computer program for resolving the condition, (see Landry, Col. 
30 lines 7-21) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1 , applies 
equally as well to claim 9. 

For claim 10, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 1 , wherein the one or 
more required fields comprises at least one of a transaction identifier, a step identifier, 
and a time stamp, (see Matson et al. , Col. 6 lines 24-29) and (see Landry, figure 
2A&B, Col. 13 lines 35-60) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of 
claim 1, applies equally as well to claim 10. 
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For claim 1 1 , Matson et al. -Landry teaches, the method of claim 1 0, wherein step 
identifier is a unique identifier associated with a step of the transaction, (see Landry, 
Col. 13 lines 35-60, Col. 34 lines 14-44) The same motivation that was utilized in the 
rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 1 1 . 

For claim 12, Matson et al. -Landry teaches, the method of claim 10, wherein the time 
stamp indicates a time at which the step started, (see Landry, Col. 30 lines 8-21) The 
same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to 
claim 12. 

For claim 13, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
information comprises at least one of a transaction type, a transaction origin, and a 
transaction destination, the transaction type, the transaction origin and the transaction 
destination identifying the transaction record, (see Landry, figure 2A&B) The same 
motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1, applies equally as well to claim 
13. 

For claim 14, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 13, wherein the 
transaction type describes the type of transaction, (see Landry, figure 2A&B) The same 
motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 
14. 
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For claim 15, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 13, wherein the 
transaction origin describes an entity that originated the transaction, (see Landry, figure 
2A&B) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1, applies equally 
as well to claim 15. 

For claim 16, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 13, wherein the 
transaction destination describes a final destination of the transaction, (see Landry, 
figure 2A&B) The same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1 , applies 
equally as well to claim 16. 

For claim 17, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 1, wherein storing the 
information comprises storing the information to the database as one of a transaction 
record and a step record, the transaction record being defined by one or more step 
records, (see Landry, figure 2A&B) The same motivation that was utilized in the 
rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 17. 

For claim 18, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 17, wherein the 
information comprises at least one of a step type and a step location, the step type and 
the step location identifying the step record, (see Landry, figure 2A&B) The same 
motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1, applies equally as well to claim 
18. 
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For claim 19, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 18, wherein the step 
type describes the operation performed by one of the two or more applications at the 
time the new log entry is recorded, (see Landry, figure 2A&B ,Col. 34 lines 14-44) The 
same motivation that was utilized in the rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to 
claim 19. 

For claim 20, Matson et al.-Landry teaches, the method of claim 18, wherein the step 
location describes a computer of at least one of the two or more applications, (see 
Landry, figure 2A&B, Col. 34 lines 14-44) The same motivation that was utilized in the 
rejection of claim 1 , applies equally as well to claim 20. 

Claims 21-30 list all the same elements of claims 1-2, 3-20, but in computer readable 
medium and system form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale 
of the rejection to claims 1-2, 3-20 applies equally as well to claims 21-30. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached UPSTO 892 (if appropriate). 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ajay M. Bhatia whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
3906. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571)272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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